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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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!)□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-16 is/are rejected. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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The f II wing is a quotati n of th first paragraph f 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the inventi n, and of the manner 
and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact t rms as to 
enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by 
the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph as failing to 
provide an adequate written description. The differences in structural limitations 
conveyed by "fluoroscopy" as compared to "imaging" have not been specified. 

Claims 5 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph for the 
reasons set forth in the objection to the specification. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office 
action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in 
a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the 
applicant for a patent. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that ah international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

Claims 1-4 and 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a,e) as being 
anticipated by Jensen et al (6175614). Jensen teaches an x-ray system with an 
automatic brightness system (ABS) comprising x-ray tube 100 operated at a 
predetermined loading factor (current and high voltage), collimator 102 (beam 
limiting unit), detect r 108/110 (image generating unit) f r g nerating an image of 
a predet rmined siz based on x rays passing through an obj ct, regi n of 
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interest data proc ss r (brightness computing unit that c mputes brightness of a 
predetermined region in the image), ABS control 118 (a controller that determines 
the x-ray tube loading factor based on brightness and performs feedback control 
of the loading factor, lines 11-14 of column 10) and region of interest defining 
means 114 (judging unit that determines whether the region defined by the 
collimator superposes the predefined region and repositions the region of 
interest if it does, lines 30-36 of column 3, lines 42-49 of column 4 and lines 28-33 
of column 8) based in part on collimation parameters 128. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-8 and 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jensen. Jensen does not mention more than one predefined 
region of interest, but it would have been obvious to have at least one ROI for 
each image to be acquired or body part to be diagnosed since that is the function 
of an ROI. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to 
Examiner Church at telephone number (571) 272-2488. 
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